Effect of Peer Activity and Teacher Feedback on Students’ Self Revision Process by 岡部 純子 & Junko Okabe
???????????????
???????????????



































































?????????? ???????????? ????????? ? ?





















???????????? Connor & Asenavage?????????????????


















































?????????? ???????????? ????????? ? ?




























?????nd draft?? final draft????????????????????????
???????????????retrospective protocol??????
?????????????
??????????nd draft? final draft????????????????????
???????????????????????????????????????
??????????









??????????????????comp?.self?, comp?.peer, comp?.self?, comp?.
self?, comp?.t, comp?.self??? t-unit?????????????comp?.self.protocol,
peer comment, comp?.peer.protocol, comp?.self.protocol, t.feedback, comp?.t.protocol??














I A ?? ?? ??? ?
I B ?? ?? ??? ??
II A ? ?? ??? ??






I A ?? ?? ??? ??
I B ?? ?? ??? ??
II A ? ? ??? ??
II B ? ?? ??? ??
??p????
?????????? ???????????? ????????? ? ?





























I A ?? ?? ???
I B ?? ?? ???
II A ?? ? ???
II B ?? ?? ???
??p????
?? ???????????????????????????
Received comments Referred comments
Peer comment ?? ??????
Teacher feedback ?? ??????
????????????????????




































?????????? ???????????? ????????? ? ?





























????????????????????? I thank people?????????
??????????????? people around me? surrounding people????
???????????????????????????????
???????????????????????????????????????





























????????????????What was the most important event in your life????




?????????? ???????????? ????????? ? ?








Connor, U. & Asenavage, K.????. Peer response group in ESL writing class: How much impact on revision?
Journal of Second Language Writing ,???,???????
Faigley, L. & S. Witte.????. Analysing revision. College Composition and Communication ,??,???????
Fathman, A.K. & Whalley, E.????. Teacher response to student writing: Focus on form versus content., In.
Kroll, B. ed., Second Language Writing: Research insights for the classroom. Cambridge University Press.
Pp.??????.
Ferris, D. & Hedgcock, S.J.????. Teacher response to student writing: Issues in oral and writing feedback.,
In. Ferris, D. & Hedgcock S.J., eds. Teaching ESL Composition. Lawrence Erlbaum Associate. Pp.????
???.
Hedgcock, J. & Lefkowitz, N.?????Collaborative oral/aural revision in foreign language writing instruction,
Journal of Second Language Writing ,???,???????
Suzuki, M.????. Japanese Learners’ Self Revisions and Peer Revisions of Their Written Compositions in
English, TESOL Quarterly ,????,???????
Tsui, A.B.M. & M. Ng.????. Do secondary L? writers benefit from peer comments? Journal of Second
Language Writing,???,???????
Appendix: Taxonomy of Revisions?Faigley & Witte?????????
I. Surface Changes
A. Formal changes?spelling / capitalization / tense / number / modality / abbreviations / contractions /
punctuation / formatting / morphological changes?
B. Meaning-preserving changes?additions / deletions / substitutions / permutations / distributions /
consolidations?
II. Meaning Changes
A. Microstructure changes?additions / deletions / substitutions / permutations / distributions /
consolidations?
B. Macrostructure changes?additions / deletions / substitutions / permutations / distributions /
consolidations?
?????????? ???????????? ????????? ? ?
?????????????????????????????????? ??
? ?53
Effect of Peer Activity and Teacher Feedback
on Students’ Self Revision Process
Junko OKABE
This study analyzed eight subjects’ EFL writing revision process to investigate: a?the
difference between self revision without any comment and self revision with comments
from either peer or teacher; b?whether and how peer activity and teacher feedback
enhance students’ self revision process. Subjects were asked to complete two writing tasks
through two revision processes: a first revision by themselves and a second revision with
received comments. In the first task they were asked to revise the composition after
receiving peer comments, in the second task after receiving feedback from the teacher. At
the end of each revision session, retrospective protocols were audio-taped through the
interview. The results indicated that peer activity would encourage students self revision,
especially on meaning level. On the other hand, teacher feedback was diligently used for
error correction, to an extent that it limited further problem-solving beyond the comment
itself.
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